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The Control 8S mm Kent Golden Lights cigarette was found: 


to have more total taste by: 

a. low delivery smokers (p<.0005) 

b. regular filter smokers (p<.02} 

c. smokers who have switched cigarette types (p<.10) 

d. combined panel ftx.OOOSl • 
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to be more tobacco-like in flavor by;' 

a. low delivery smokers (p<.0005) 

b. regular filter smokers (p<.005) 

c. combined panel (p<»0005) 

to have the better aftertaste by: 

a. low delivery smokers (p<.02) 

b. combined panel (p< .01) ,! 

to be the preferred cigarette by: 

a. low delivery smokers (ps.OOOS) 

b. regular filter smokers (p<.01) 

c. combined panel (p<.000S) 
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(5) to Have a higher mean rating on the nine-point overall i 

■ ■ acceptability scale by: ,vy ; ,.v^., ' h 

a. low delivery smokers (p< .001) ' • V* > -it Vji^ 'Jr.-tv^ i jfa 

b. regular filter smokers (p< .02) ’ • ' 

c. combined panel (p<.001) !. ' • ’• ;'•* 

C6) to have a higher mean rating on the seven-point ,; •> * - 

purchase probability scale by: - s 

a. low delivery smokers (p< .001) ■ " 

b. regular filter smokers (p<.04) ■ \ 

c. combined panel (ps.001) 

The Experimental 8S mm 5 mg. white tipped cigarette with blend 
D7CFU was found: ^ 

Cl) to have an off-taste by: 5 

a. low delivery smokers (p<.005) ® 

b. regular filter smokers (p<..10) w 

c. combined panel (p<.OOOS) 

Although not significantly different at the p<.10 level there is 
one tendency which should be noted: ^ 

Cl)' regular filter smokers found the control 85 mm Kent 
Golden Lights to be sweeter-tast ing (p«.15). 


Purpose: To evaluate a 5mg. white tipped cigarette with blend D7CFU. 




test was somewhat different from our 


Procedure: Paired comparison. This test was somewhat different from out 
usual format. The panelist on this test received a "fact sheet" with 
their cigarettes. The fact sheet explained that five (5) packs of the 
cigarettes were identified as a leading cigarette brand and the other 
five (S) packs of cigarettes were products which delivered approximately 
five (5) milligrams of tar. 

Panelists : A panel of 300 smokers recruited from the Virginia Panel 
were used for this test. 'The panel consisted of a cross-section of ISO 
(85mm) low delivery smokers and a cross-section of 150 (85mm) regular 
filter smokers. Panelists who have switched tmTanother cigarette type 
(not in the proposed panel for this test) were tabulated separately. 

Cigarettes : Produced and packaged at R&D in Product Opinion Laboratory 
packs. Presentation was balanced using color codes. 


Control: 

Kent Golden Lights 85mm 
(IBM Code D7KL) 

Experimental: 

85ma 5mg. white tipped 
cigarette with blend D7CFU 
(IBM Code D7KM) 


Black 
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LDS - Cross-section of 85mm low delivery smokers 
RFS - Cross-section of 8Smm regular filter smokers 
TSW - Smokers who have switched cigarette types 
CP - Combined panel 


N-112 
N-106 
N- 13 
N-231 


Which cigarette: 
Has more total taste? 


Control 

D7KL 


Experimental 

D7KM 


No 

Difference 


Probabilit) 


LDS 

75 

21 

16 

p<.0005 

'■ ; £ 

RFS 

55 

29 

22 

P< • 02 


TSK 

7 

1 

5 

p<-10 


CP 

Has an off-taste? 

137 

51 

43 

p<.0005 

i 

© ; 

o 

o 

CO 

LDS 

11 

43 

58 

p<.005 

RFS 

16 

33 

57 

p< . 10 

& 

TSiV 

0 

5 

8 

NS 

u\ 

CO 

01 

00 

c? 

is harsher? 


31 

123 

p<. .0005 

LDS 

23 

:o 

55 

NS 


kfS 

2 3 

21 

V _ 

6 2 

NS 
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Is harsher? [continued] 
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TSW 

2 

2 

9 

NS 

CP 

Is more spicy? 

53 

52 

126 

NS 

LDS 

26 

21 

65 

NS 

RFS 

27 

24 

55 

NS 

TSW 

3 

1 

9 

NS 

CP 

56 

• 46 

129 

NS 


Is sweeter tasting? 


LDS 

32 

35 

45 

RFS 

39 

24 

43 

TSW 

2 

3 

S 

CP 

73 

62 

96 

more bitter? 




LDS 

20 

22 

70 

RFS 

’ 17 

20 

69 

TSW 

2 

3 

8 

CP 

39 

45 

147 


Is more tobacco-like 
in flavor 


Which do you prefer? 


Control 

D7KL 


Experimental 

D7KM 


Probability 


P< .0005 
P< .01 
NS 

P<; . 00 0 5 
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NS ?is,' 




LDS 

59 

18 

35 

p<.0005 

RFS 

55 

24 

' 27 

p<.005 

TSW 

4 

2 

7 

NS 

CP 

118 

44 

69 

p«.000S 

,s the better aftertaste? 





LDS 

52 

26 

34 

p< .02 

RFS 

40 

27 

39 

NS 

TSW 

5 

2 

6 

NS 

CP 

97 

55 

79 

P< .01 
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Nine-point overall acceptability scale 
(1 - dislike extremely to 9 - like extremely) 
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Control 

D7KL 

- Mean — - 

Experimental 

D7KM 

t- scores 

Probability z. 

LDS 

6.40 

S. 28 

4.60 

p< .001 ‘ ‘10- 

RFS 

5.24 

4.56 

2.42 

p*- 02 ; ;$y? 

TSW 

5.54 

4.92 • 

1.60 

ns um 

CP 

5.82 

4.93 

5.05 

p< .ooi ' jm 


Seven-point purchase probability scale 
(1 ■ definitely not to 7 » definitely) 
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Control 

D7KL 

Experimental 

D7KM 

t-scores 

. : 

Probability^ 

IDS 

4.55 

3.53 

4.16 

p<.ooi‘S^ 

:■p < .°4 
• NS 

RFS 

3.53 

2.96 

2.10 

TSW 

4.39 

3.85 

0.89 

CP 

4.07 

3.29 

4.50 

* p < .ooi ijii’s- 
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Comparison of Brands Used for Mailout , 
Versus Brands of Test Respondents 


Low delivery brands 

Mailout (t) 

Returned 

Kent 

14.7 

5.3 

Parliament 

6.7 

4.0 

Vantage 

12.7 

10.0 

True 

4.0 

6.7 

bora! 

4.0 

4.0 

Carlton 

6.0 

3.3 

Kent Golden Lights 

6.7 

8.0 

Merit 

6.7 

7.3 

Now 

2.7 

0.7 

Lark 

4.0 

2.0 

Tareyton 

10.0 

6.7 

BLH Multifilter 

2.0 

i.: 

Marlboro Lights 

8.0 

6.0 

Winston Lights 

8.0 

6.0 

All others 

4.0 

3.4 







•Percentage based on share of market held by each individual brand 
Source: 1976 Maxwell Report: Third Quarter 

^ ' *’ •' 

••Includes anything other than an 8Snu* low delivery cigarette or 
8Smm regular filter cigarette. • • ' ' . 
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E. aickhaa 

Virginia Pine'. '■'-■15j? 


Subedited By: 
D’KL • Red 
D’kM • Re 


P. Ceuvm 


Kent .Colder. Lights 85 


3 and Black S* « 

Cigarettes . 

ST. and Black L) • I! aa S i) Candidate, 
O’CEU Blend *lth White Tipping 


The IS eii 5 eg candidate, D’CFU blend with white tipping 
(O’kX), wae different iron the Cent Golden Light* 85 cigarette! 
(D’KL) m all characteriseici tested except puff count, static 
burning tlae, aircuaference, type paper additive, and tipping 
paper length. 1 


The Cent Golden Lights IS cigarettes will be Identified 
with "PR" sheet to the panelists. 


Kent Golden 
Light* 85 


<5 


5 eg Candidate 
O’CFU Blend 
With white Tipping 


IBM Cade 


D?KL 


Q7KJ4 


Seoke 

Butt Length, aa 
FTC Tar, ag/cigt. 
h'lcotine, eg/ cigt. 
Puffs/clgt. 

Flltrat ion Eff., 8 


55 

7.* 

0.63 

7.6 

s: 


55 

8.6 

0.4: 

1.2 

65 


Citarette 
'Total ‘STD. 


in. 


Static Bum. Tlee, Bin. 
Length, at 
Circuaference, aa 


5.7 

A.* 

14.6 

24.9 


4.5 

6.9 

14.1 

2S.0 


Paper 

Additive, type 
Porosity, sec. 


Clt. 

19 


Clt. 

10 


Filter 

Rill. in. of HjO 
Length, sue 
weight, g 

Tipping paper length, an 
Dilution, l 


2.9 

:4.9 

0.16 

j: 

51 


5.1 

26.9 

0.19 

5: 

so 


Filler 


Total alkaloids, l 
Total reducing sugars. 
Mr. of tob . . g 
Rod 1 Density. g/cc 


1.88 
6.8 
0.665 
0.226 


1.6 S 
5.3 
0.698 
0.215 
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Charge No. 2100 


Virginia Panel Test V-4588 


Test Requester: Paul Gauvin 


Approved by: 




lanager 


Panel Makeup: 15C Cross Section 85mm Health Filter Smokers 

150 Cross Section 85mm Regular Filter Smokers 


Presentation: Paired Comparison 


Quantity: 


Control 


Red L9 750 packs 

Black S7 750 packs 


Experimental 


Red S7 750 packs 

Black L9 750 packs 


Cigarette Descriptions: 


Control 


Kent Golden Lights, Identified with "PR" sheet 


Experimental - 


5mg Candidate - Use X6D7CFU Blend, White 
Tipping. See P. Gauvin or L. Filosa for 
remaining specs. 
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F. Day lor 
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J. Wickham 
H. Daniel 
H. Spielberg 
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J:. Whitman 
M. Johnstcn 
J. Warren (2) 

B. Rainey 

P. Gauvin (Requester) 
L. Filosa 
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